Background High blood pressure is common in acute stroke and associated with a worse functional outcome. Many patients who present with acute stroke are taking prescribed antihypertensive therapy before their stroke. Aims ENOS tested whether lowering blood pressure and continuing pre-stroke antihypertensive therapy are each safe and effective. Methods This study is an international multi-centre prospective randomized single-blind blinded-endpoint parallel-group partial-factorial controlled trial of transdermal glyceryl trinitrate (a nitric oxide donor, given for seven-days) vs. no glyceryl trinitrate, and of continuing vs. stopping (temporarily for seven-days) pre-stroke antihypertensive drugs if relevant, in patients with acute ischaemic stroke or intracerebral haemorrhage and high systolic blood pressure (140-220 mmHg). Results Recruitment ran from July 2001 to October 2013. Four thousand eleven patients [2097 (52·3%) in the continue/stop arm] were recruited from 173 sites across 23 countries in 5 continents (Asia 14%, Continental Europe 16%, UK 64%). Baseline characteristics include: mean age 70 (standard deviation 12) years; male 57%; mean time from stroke to recruitment 26 (13) h; mean severity (Scandinavian Stroke Scale) 34 (13) of 58; mean blood pressure 167 (19)/90 (13) mmHg; ischaemic stroke 83%; and intracerebral haemorrhage 16%. The main trial results will be presented in May 2014. The results will also be presented in updated Cochrane systematic reviews and included in individual patient data meta-analyses of all relevant randomized controlled trials. Conclusion ENOS is a large completed international trial of blood pressure management in acute stroke and includes patients representative of many stroke services worldwide.
Introduction
High systolic blood pressure (SBP > 140 mmHg) is present in 70% or more of patients with acute ischaemic stroke (IS) and intracerebral haemorrhage (ICH) (1) . Affected patients have a worse outcome, whether judged as early recurrence, death within a few weeks, or combined death and dependency after several months (1) (2) (3) (4) . Lowering blood pressure (BP) might therefore reduce these events and improve functional outcome, provided that cerebral perfusion is not critically reduced. As a result of this uncertainty, guidelines are not definitive about the management of BP in acute stroke (5) . The recent observation that intensive lowering of BP in hyperacute ICH may improve outcome (6) raises the possibility that optimal BP management may vary between IS and ICH.
Nitric oxide (NO) donors are candidate treatments for acute stroke; NO is a cerebral and systemic vasodilator, modulates vascular and neuronal function, and inhibits apoptosis (7) . Preclinical studies of cerebral ischemia have found that NO donors reduce stroke lesion size and improve regional cerebral blood flow (CBF) and functional outcome (8) . Five small clinical studies of NO donors in patients with acute or recent stroke have been performed. Intravenous sodium nitroprusside reduced BP without altering CBF and exhibited antiplatelet effects (thereby precluding its use in ICH) (9) . Four pilot trials of transdermal glyceryl trinitrate (GTN) found that it lowered BP by approximately 8% (albeit with tachyphylaxis developing over the first week of treatment), did not alter platelet function (and so could be given in ICH), did not alter middle cerebral artery blood flow velocity or regional CBF, improved aortic vascular compliance, and could be given to patients with dysphagia (10) (11) (12) (13) . In one small trial, functional outcome was improved with GTN when given within 4 h of stroke onset (13) . Overall, GTN was feasible to administer and appeared safe (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17) (18) .
In addition to the question of whether BP should be lowered during the acute phase of stroke, a separate question is whether antihypertensive agents taken at home before the stroke should be continued or stopped during the acute and sub-acute period after stroke (19) . The COSSACS trial intended to address this question in 2900 patients but low recruitment meant that only 763 patients were able to be recruited (20, 21) . This question remains clinically important and was incorporated into ENOS for relevant patients.
Methods

Eligibility and consent
The full inclusion and exclusion criteria are given in the published protocol (22) and in the latest version of the protocol (Supporting Information Appendices S1 and S2). Adult patients with acute ischaemic or haemorrhagic stroke were eligible if they were previously independent [modified Rankin Scale (mRS) 0-2], conscious (Glasgow Coma Scale > 8), had residual limb weakness, had SBP between 140-220 mmHg, and were within 48 h of onset. The investigator had to be uncertain about whether BP should be lowered in acute stroke and whether pre-stroke antihypertensive medication (if being taken) should be continued or stopped temporarily. Patients gave written informed consent prior to enrollment; if they lacked capacity (e.g. due to drowsiness, dysphasia, or confusion) then a relative could give proxy consent. Proxy consent by an independent physician was also permissible if allowed by local site regulations. Patients had a computed tomography or magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) brain scan pre-or soon after randomization, and a repeat brain scan at seven-days, where possible or if there was any neurological deterioration.
Randomization and data collection
After informed consent had been obtained, the clinician used the secure web-based randomization system to enter a patient into the study. The system recorded baseline characteristics of the patients, validated data with range and consistency checks, and then allocated the patient to treatment. To achieve optimal baseline matching between treatment groups and ensure concealment of allocation, randomization incorporated stratification (country, stroke type, use of pre-stroke antihypertensive drugs) and minimization (on baseline prognostic factors, as highlighted in Table 1 ); the minimization algorithm included a random element (simple randomization) in 5% of patients. Stratification and minimization allow for improved matching at baseline, minimization increases statistical power (24) , and simple randomization reduces predictability. Following randomization, the investigator was informed of the patient's treatment allocation: to GTN or no GTN for one-week and if relevant to continue or stop pre-stroke antihypertensive drugs for one-week. The minimization variables will be used for adjustment of the primary and secondary analyses (25) , as recommended (24) .
Outcomes
The primary and main secondary outcomes were collected centrally at day 90 by an assessor in each country who was blinded to treatment. In most territories, they first contact the general practitioner to check that the patient is still alive, and then telephone the patient (and carer as appropriate). Where telephone contact cannot be made, outcome information was collected using a postal questionnaire. Final stroke diagnosis was determined from the local investigator diagnosis and blinded central scan adjudication of the brain imaging data. The primary outcome was the mRS at day 90; secondary outcomes include early events at day 7; measures of disability, cognition, mood, and quality of life at day 90; death; and the effect of BP lowering on infarct swelling at 7 days in patients with follow-up scans (22) .
Use of the Internet
The trial was the first acute stroke trial in the world to use the Internet to randomize and collect data in real time online: Progress with the study and modifications to the design Planning for ENOS commenced in 2000 following the results of the first two pilot randomized controlled trials of GTN (10, 11) . The trial has had multiple phases and funding: . Three thousand four hundred ninety-one patients recruited. Initially, the aim was to recruit a total of 5000 patients, as published in the protocol in 2006 (22) . A revised sample size of at least 3500 patients was set in April 2009 (25) .
Throughout the trial, six protocol amendments were made covering multiple issues. The key one was to optimize the method of analysis of the primary outcome, which allowed a reduction in sample size and is important as the recruitment rate was not compatible with reaching the originally planned total of 5000 patients. Research in the early and mid-2000s have shown that a binary analysis of the mRS (0-2 vs. 3-6) was sub-optimal and that statistical power could be increased by incorporating all seven individual mRS scores in the analysis and then comparing the distribution in mRS between the treatment groups (27) . This approach is now recommended by the European Stroke Organisation (28) . A further and additional increase in statistical power could be achieved by incorporating key prognostic baseline variables as covariates (29) . These approaches were similar to findings from other groups (30) (31) (32) .
Hence, the primary analysis of the mRS in ENOS will utilize the shift approach, as analyzed using ordinal logistic regression, with adjustment for covariates, with comparison between treatment groups (GTN/no GTN; continue/stop pre-stroke BP medications). The overall proposal to change the method of analysis of the primary outcome from binary to ordinal was first presented to, and agreed by, the Trial Steering Committee in January 2008 and confirmed in 2009; this decision was made without knowledge of the unblinded data. A draft statistical analysis plan (SAP), highlighting this change, was posted on the trial website in April 2009. The final SAP was submitted for publication in 2013 prior to the planned unblinding of the data in early 2014 (25) .
The trial is supervised by a Trial Steering Committee and International Advisory Committee, run by a trial management committee (based in Nottingham, UK), and was monitored by an independent data monitoring committee (DMC) (Supporting Information Appendix S3). By the end of recruitment, the DMC met and assessed safety and efficacy on 23 occasions. Independent experts adjudicated brain scans and serious adverse events, and were blinded to treatment. 
Results
Trial delivery
Recruitment progressed with a start-up phase in a limited number of sites, and then expanded to a main phase (Figure 1a,b) . As with any large international, investigator driven trial with limited funding, ENOS has suffered from a number of issues although none materially affected data integrity or validity. These include problems with blinding, recruitment, randomization, inappropriate treatment, and data loss (Supporting Information Appendix S4).
Baseline characteristics
Four thousand eleven patients were recruited from 173 sites ( October 14, 2013 . Two thousand ninety-seven (52·3%) of these patients were also recruited into the continue/stop arm of the trial. The majority of patients were entered into the trial over the latter part of the trial, for example, from start of 2008: GTN/no GTN 3182 (79%), continue/stop 1711 (82%) (Figure 1a,b) . Around two-thirds of patients were recruited from one-third of sites (Figure 2a,b (35) ); mean BP 167·2 (19·0)/89·5 (13·1) mmHg; IS 83·3%; ICH 15·7%; stroke of unknown type 0·1%; and nonstroke 1·0%. In comparison with patients not taking antihypertensive agents prior to their stroke, those patients on pre-stroke BP drugs were older, more likely to be female, have atrial fibrillation, have had a previous stroke and/or ischaemic heart disease, and present with an IS. Table 3 shows univariate relationships between a number of key baseline factors, including year of enrollment; as the trial progressed, average age increased. In contrast, the proportion of men, proportion of patients with haemorrhage, and severity, SBP, and time to recruitment decreased. In other univariate analyses, increasing age was associated with an increase in time to recruitment, a decline in the proportion of males and patients with haemorrhage, and reduced severity and SBP; males had more severe stroke and haemorrhages but had a reduced SBP and time to recruitment; and increasing stroke severity was associated with a lower SBP (Table 3) . ICH was associated with less severe stroke.
Reporting of results
The database will be locked and the trial unblinded and analyzed in early 2014, as per the SAP (25) . The main results will be reported at the European Stroke Conference in Nice in May 2014. In parallel, separate manuscripts will be submitted addressing GTN vs. no GTN and continue vs. stop pre-stroke antihypertensive medication. Multiple prespecified secondary publications and analyses are also described in the SAP (25) , including this paper. Three Cochrane reviews will be updated with summary data from ENOS:
• Nitric oxide (14) • Interventions for deliberately altering BP in acute stroke (BASC-1) (15) • Vasoactive drugs for acute stroke (BASC-2) (16) The ENOS data will also be shared with prospective individual patient data meta-analyses:
• Glyceryl trinitrate -including GTN-1/2/3, RIGHT (10) (11) (12) (13) • Continue vs. stop pre-stroke antihypertensive medications -including COSSACS (21) • Blood Pressure in Acute Stroke Collaboration-3 (BASC-3)including CATIS, COSSACS, FAST-Mag, IMAGES, INTERACT-1/2, and SCAST (6, 21, (36) (37) (38) (39) 
Discussion
With 4011 patients, ENOS is a large completed international trial of BP management in acute stroke involving both active BP lowering and the comparison of continuing vs. stopping prestroke antihypertensive drugs. The characteristics of the patients justify several comments. First, the wide geographical coverage and large number of recruiting sites mean that the patients are representative of those admitted to stroke services in many parts of the world. Second, most patients were recruited since 2008 and so were treated using modern clinical practice. Nevertheless, some patient characteristics did change over time reflecting differences in the types of patients being recruited by newer sites, for example, increasing age, reducing proportion of males, and time 
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to recruitment. Last, the observation that ICH was associated with less severe stroke, although counter-intuitive, reflects that many patients were recruited from east and south-east Asia where ICH are often sub-cortical and therefore smaller, in contrast to large cortical infarcts recruited from Europe. Additionally, the active management of severe haemorrhage, for example, BP lowering or surgery, may bias recruitment to patients with smaller hematoma. Although ENOS is large and definitive and significant results would help drive changes in clinical practice, it will still be necessary to merge individual patient data from ENOS with other large trials of lowering BP (as planned in BASC-3) to assess fully the effects of BP management in different sub-groups of patients. Association (through its funding of the Division of Stroke, University of Nottingham). ENOS acknowledges the support of the UK NIHR, through the Stroke Research Network. Finally, we thank the members of the independent data monitoring committee who supervised safety from the beginning to the end of the trial. 
